Case No,: mibUSiHYi 



REMARKS 

Claims J -39 are currenriy pending in thjs appjieation. Claims 5, 7, and 8 were amended herein. 
Applicant respectfliiK' requests that the Bxamlner reconsider the rejections in light of the amendments 
and remarks made herein. 

Miscelianeom 

("!<3i)fis " " jnd 8 \M,iC dinciidcd nv-ttsn (o <.ujici.i tin. i i.h \ 1. 1 ti> t i ^lun th^Jt ^ hapgtd he ciaini 
d<.p.M^iie'ivieN iliLici't \pphv,cuu thanks the Examiner fot noticing the inadvertent ertor that occuited ui 
the previous amendmenL 

{he anKqdinesit lo the ^nccftlcation was made to update information regarding (he relates! 
application on page 1 oi the specdlcatjon. 

Reieetiom under 3S K^C J 62 

Claims 12-17^ 25-27, and 31-32 are r^ecied iMider 35 O.S,C. § Iff2(e) as being antictpated by 
IJurocher, Ij.S. Patent ho. 6,733,71 1 . Applicant respectfully traverses thss rejection . 

Ihe Office Action asserts that tie encapsulatmg material 65 of Durocher is equjvalent to the 
iftterraediate layer of clamis 12 and 26 (November 14, 2006 Office Action, page 2), Durocher discloses. 
^pccjfkalK SMth respect to FIG. 9 that the encapsulating materia! 65 5S filled into the oavitjes 35 
(Durocher, cohnBi 8, lines '>0-32 and FIG. 9j Therefore, as seen from FIG 9, the encapsolaung 
materia! 65 covers one 1.1x1) chjj) 59. 

In ori\s.{ io at iKipau a v'aiin tKii anucxc \ vitinoitol hiA <.idin f ^'-\ Ix iii>ci i.d \ i sjf „lt 
rtLitiKt Claim ^ on whfi.h claims {"1 2^ irc dtouidtnt kcHv m siifcjiicUi iu !> it^po^tu 
b.t \«.i.n Jht I { D das and tiu c nip.cis Uiiipha^js added^ and bpe^.ili<, hi ii tiL ^'c twt. 1 1 motel tD 
div« Ihcufoic, !n ordci to anticipate elatm i2, the tctcicncc must dtscic^e a d<.^^cc baMn^ n 
intermediate lajer disposed betvseen two ot moie \ I D dies asid the coupleis Simdailj, claim on 
which claims 2'^ 31, 32 ate dependent recitCN 'du mtetinedsate kyes dis}>osed o\ei the i ED dies ' 
(emphasis added) and iccites a p}«raht> ot IRD dies Therefore m oidcr to dulivipatt claim 26, the 
retervnec iuusi diii-luse xt device having an intermediate layer disposed over the plutainv ol LLD dies. 
Durocher does, not discloht an mteimcdiate ia>er thai covers nioie than one I FD die and theietote U 
does noi anutipaic claims 12 atid 26, or claima 13-1", 2S 2'^, 31 and 32 ^vhik^h d.re dependent dieret>n 
Appheani iherefuie Kspectfidls requests, that this lejeetion be withdrawn 
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Applicant aiso «otes that claims 13-17, 25, 27* 31, acnd 32 provide fimlier sflemems that may 
contribute to patentability. AppUcant has not conceded that such futtlter feasons do not exist by not 
raising tlierahetein. 

Meiecimn <?f Chtims under SS $ 103 

' hnn ^ W md :!s ^^0 t.iv .vd if dv! >^ ! ) S c K'^ifi^Kin inpik i ' \ 

Oscr DujodKi (. S Fiu.n No o ^ ^ \' 'i^s m icu o! ^SiU I s Pnait \c b ^ <')) 

Appltcaot resDcctiuHv traverses ilus reit\ non. 

\LCoroti J. o \\?\ V i:; Z\M ihx^K. \ ^ u-\u\ mu^i ht rntt m uider to establiib i nui u !( 
<, ) t. s. ) ob\ K ti'-sitss ii'-t the pn ■>! au ukiuHt^e (or ieference& Vkhen t-ombmed) must tcat-h 1 1 suggest 
s!} o^'riK i,!cnicnts o{ tiie rej^tied claims Second thoie must be some sugges,Uon or moti\auon eUhtr in 
the fcferenees themselves, or m the; knowledge generally avaiiahk to one of ordmarv' skill in the art, to 
modtt\' the reference or to combine referenee teachmgs. Third, there mnsi be a reasonable expectation ot 
i,occci& Applicant {c&pecttullj submits that a puma facie case has not been established at least becanbe 
theilrst two criteria have not been met. 

Appheant respecttuily submits that the combmatjon of Durocher and Mslier fail to disclose or 
suggest all of she elements of claims 1, 12 and 26 as. wUUs claims 2 9 11,1823 and 28->0 uhich are 
depei^dent thereon ^imihf lo cknm^ 12 and 26 as discussed above ciann 1 ie<.itts. 'an nitenncdidte 
la>er dispo L i hcixuct) m il H m M | Ik ■^pllOJ p ifchts anJliDdj^s 

\j { tiL u { I Li ik ii mn i! I ^ai ilo. suli K^pt>i,t t Ourutnei £1 id hirti c) asserts {hat 

iK lit Ls n * l!-. io ^ !<. ^diis Ci.s in nl^!n)s,ai k 1 1 ^.i Jispviscd bt-tucvii ihv. I ' i > d t-, 
anJ UK piiospiioj { it^ht'- 1 r nu tnsaknl stuitkiie Spti^ifiv. lih ii c \vtio -^f iks 'Int t' <. OHR 

mutor 30 ol Milkt =- coin^ ikt+ k iht intermediate la\er as teotcd m ih<. ^trr<.id!\ nci d n., luii 
seen in iht, ^.ited f UJ 2 Iht. DBR mirror 30 coders oik I FD die 12 W Iki Jtscnbi^s fhat \\\^ DBK 
minoi 30 is formed oxer liie uppei surtace of the en»,apsuiatmg la\ei 28 i» a donst shaped 

stiuctiue lhat surrounds ihe die 12 {Mjilei column ^, Imcb 2^~40j fhcretoic MiHc*- also does not 
diStSosc a struvturc that is equivalent to an ratcrmediate la>er that (s di<;posed osci tht LLD die* 
(emphasis added), as is currentlv claimed. 

One or skill m thv art x^ould not ha\e been inoti\ated to mudU> Ibt disclosures ot DuriKhei and 
Millcfj or the comhination thereof b> extending the ei\i.apsuiatin|i materia! of Durovhei or the DBR 
mnror ot Mflier h<.(-aus<, such a modifkation \\on\d not v\oik giv<.n the \vav in which die devices 
l>urt>cher and Miller tnnction and are eonsu-ucted. 
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Applicant respettfuily submits that the rejettion of claims 19 11, i8 2> and 28 ^0 should b*; 
urthdiawn hecdiisc Apnnm faae case oi ob\ lousnes-s has not and cannot be es-tabisihed \pphcant also 
notes that claims 2 9, 11, 18 2^ and 28-30 provide fuilher tlem<;nts. that tna\ conmbuie to patentabihts 
Appbt.aii$ lias }iot i^onccded that such hnthei reasons do not e\tst b> not raiding them h<;fein 

Liit'o"?- ud i t >sl S(. H)H3> IS bc'ng ii->pi'i,nt,ibk o^vi D.iichcr I S P tuit 

\ 6 )^ i nd uidicr J I ot Ot I ' S Patent \o '^tJI^'J^SO \nph^ int iLsp^. i id v it n^i ..s 
thts rejection. 

^ppncat^t aitvrats, Uk i,cm!rc!i{s otfticd dxnt \ U f sp^ct ti Dim.hu ^iio k nLctndK 
sub. -siK t uii < Ha isiis t tmcds tht. shotUotnings v f f)t!ro(,l)'! "^ppl ( i'H dso not^s 'hit daiv 2 J 
ptovtdt-i iurther element that may oontnhute to patentabiSit\ \pplaant has not couv.cdcd dwt suth 
furiht'i teasoni do not exist bv noi raising them hercm Applicant tberetojtc lespeafulH requests that thi*; 
rejection should be vvithdrawn, 

Clami 10 js rejected utider 35 IJ.S.C. 103(aias being unpatentahle over Durochers l,i,S. Patent 
No 6 733 711 and Vlilier \ S Patent No 6.1^^699 and further in yisv> oi OU, US Patent No 
6.943 .3 80. Apphcatrt respecttutly traverses this refectton. 

\pphcant reiterates the comments offered aboxe wtth respect to Dmochti md Mdlcr, md 
t(.sp«.ttTidK ubmit<- that Ota taih fo ienHd\ the ^ihortuomm.'s the!u>l Apph..>iiit ihc- notes that ciami 
10 piv^\ Kif> t unfit I vieineiits liuit ma> t-oiittibutc to pa{«.niiifafhrs Appiaatit has not <,oni.t.dtd mat six-h 
iurthtT Is ,ns <. o no' e\ist b\ not raising Ihun heiem ^pphcant theteioie (t&peaftillv tcquests tliat this 
rsiection shoidd be wniidrawn, 

C anns i ><■> ne itjetttd undei "^l SC 4; {03(a) is bcnig utipatcutatj.e ovt' ^hi!nl/tl I *s 
Patent ^94) and fiiilher m \iev» of Miller, U S Patent No 0,155,699 A.pphcant rc pectf uU> 
traverses this reiection. 

Clann iccites that the intermediate la\er is s,ubs.tanttaUv liansparuit to 1 E D hght and that the 
jiitennedut*; lavet is positioned o\ei the lhl> dies {emphasis addcdj Ihe portion of Shnnt/u that is 
transparent is the le 'n 24 (Shm»^u cohimn 2, Iffies n~]6) howci,!i;i the resin 24 is not positioned over 
i!ie f I D dies the substrate -3 js positioned over the It D dies \s disciused abo^« Miliei does not 
disclosv. an intermediate la\er that is disposed on LLD dies and then. fore, 't doCs not dtsefoso 
ptisitjoning s«ch a layer . 
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AppJicatioirNo.: iO/726248 Case No.: 59376US0a2 

Because the corabijiation of Shimkott and Miller fail to discbse or suggest ali of the i?]ementiJ of 
ciasni 33, and also therefore claims 34-39 ■which are dependent thereon, claims 33-39 are not obvious m 
view of Shiraizti and Ntilk-r. AppHcatit also notes that ciainis 34-39 pro\ kk {'urther elements lhat niaj' 
contribute to patciitabihtv Apr>l!Ovin{ !Ki> not cc^nc<;'dcu th.u MKh fiirlhcr rt-ijsons do not exist bv not 
raising them heiein AppUcajit theiefore respectfiiU> requests that this rejectttin should be withdrawn. 



Applicatjon No.: 10/726248 



Case No.: 5<J376{JSO0> 



Applicant a!<.o notes that there mav be other aigumcntt. wliich vetc not ptcsented heietn, 
aiid ApphCiJiit Joe-, mt coov,ede those arguments b> oot bavmg pre4»t,ntcd them heicin Applioat>t 
aKo docs not ntccs^auh agice \\ith the cottecmcss of i>fat«..mctiti! made m the Offict Action rhat 
were not rebulfed hefciii. 

In ot \hi. ioicgonjg .unondmuits.. \pplicdfrti {cbpeUtuiiv icvjuv t ii>.idt.iauon and 

ailowance of the eiaims as ali Fejeetjons have been overcome. Early notice of aUowabiiity is kfndJy 
requested, 

ilie LviinHwr is respectful!} requested to eonlact the undersigned by telephone at 65 J-TBS-o^SO 
with any questions or comments. 

Pkase grant any extension xjf timej if necessary for entry of thts paper, and charge any fee due 
tor sueh extension or any other lee required in connection with this paper to i^eposit Account No, 13- 



^ Any i-eqiiired fee m\\ be raade at the t ime of siibmissjon via BFS-\\%b. In the event fees are not or 
cannot he paid at the time of bF&- Web submission, please charge any tees under 37 CtR !} 1.17 
which mav be required to Deposit Account No. 13-3 723, 

L j Please ch^uc an\ tee undt-r 37 CtK i 16 a id 1 17 which mas be reqmtcd to Dtpo st Account 
\o 13 ^"""3 C< >nv- «-op^ of thf-> heet maiked duphcate w entlosed ) 

S Hta^c („1k 1 in\ iddiuot >. i '•i.<.-. i-^s >. llu i ^ Uht^ i])phL nnj^i >c-> sil 

\cuHi iNl I" ihis a«thor!/,atfon iKlude tns. It*, xUi an\ nccesvin cxtens on of tiint usK'ur 

37 CF R ^ i .i.^6<.a). lo the 8xtentanv ,such extension should become necessai-v. it fs herebv 
requested, 

^ Plea,se credit any overpay ment to the same depoisit aeeount. 
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Fees 



ResjxfcttuUv submrtted. 




V H^'aHe Rce No ^2,1 i] 
lvi^hm<i\v 6517V 67 0 



D ite 



(> t L n it.iL>,ii! i] I'^fOtX.u tout) 

ItmovitUfc Pfoptit.e. Comj.><}nv 
facsimile No ■ 65f-'''3tt-38i3 
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